Brings 1 / 3/00 let tar 

Briggs likes the bo*k, thinks it is an important addition to the assassination 
record for history, out aside from Ills belief than some of the words should ho 
changed to eliminate sarcasm and t.lio like, he is clearly influenced in his be- 
lief by the hurts skilled ax job which was clearly designed to discourage pub- 
lication and which is almost entirely unf actual, coming from hie own addition to 
assassination Lithologies* One conspicuous examnple of this is tlse ^riggs un- 
questioning acceptance of the entirely undocumented and entirely untruue allega- * 

tion that the manuscript is or apkoachea libel. O^kjr ^ fll&r 

hM cnAAr\ IkfJr U f * 
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Briggs 3C & s tliat the reviewers ^foeus on what they consider factual errors »” 
and tills, too, reflects the influence of the Kurtz fabrications. ItLs most common 
criticism of this kind relates to me and to my work, but in not a single instance 
did Kurtz provje an example of what he says id- error, abundant error in his 
fabrication, of my work. Nor in a single instoice did he offer any alleged 
proof of this alleged error. 

^hiie there is no reason not to believe Bri|s' statement of the problems 
he faces, making the changes Kurtz wants makes a different boom of this and 
introduces factual error that is not in the ;:tanuscript. ihiblishers have the right 
to object to such things as the tone of the writing, and those with lesstiian 
the necessary knowledge of the actual fact rather than tlie so-c&llod theories 
and misinterpretations may be more inclined to do that, in this instance it 
appears that Briggs is influenced by the Kurtz criticisms, which are almost all , 

baseless and none af which ha documented with an yjproof • 44^ ^ L4MA^ 

I boliavs that if Briggs were to ask for tills Vind of documentation of what 
K tl rtz made up, whether from subject-matter ignorance or from prejudice of ul- 
terior motive, what 1 say would be immediately apparent to one who has the 
factual subjoci>-natter knowledge Kurtz MsX does not have# 

Kurtz 1 s willingness to consult with drone ipeons nothing and as suites that 
his inv rd! i3^an2^mido c lamented criticisms ore accepted as factual, which they 
are not for the most part. What should be required is validating Kurtz&s 
criticisms, especially his allegations of factual error and of libel n^would 
also introduce error where there is no error ^ It would at the least delay the 
book's appearance and, aside from criticisms of style, with criticisms 

tliat are not accurate but reflect the Kurtz preconceptions, including og 
> ^ , /V >v 

himself as Sherlock Holmes reborn. Kurtz may even Relieve some of these 

ap criticisms of Ills, but tha jseom designed to come as close as he ^dros to 

oxsc^uraging the publication of an important work on an important part of our 

history. Allegations of libel and error where there is none servo that end, 

not an honest end of a peer review. Kurtz is oi Ojr presumed t# be the peer that he is not. 
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Two of the more glaring il , us t rations of this arc what Kurts alleges are 
tfrone weaknesses t prejudices or dangers to a publisher* 

About ohg t ..rone said on page 162, Kurts 1 s brief coament is "Hosner lied * u 
Libelous? J?6nly one with an overwhelming ignorance of the supposed assassination 
literature could raise any question at all about more than Poaerls lying* This 
is illustrated by what Kurt a says about what VJfrone saidhbout two books* Kurts begins 
that by stating that what Wrone said is, "again, a cheap and totally unjustified 
shot at numerous serious, responsible assassination researchers and scholars J 
who have uncovered much evidence and written highly incisive analyses, tfrone 
apparently thinks that even the work of his idol, Harold tteisberg, Case Open , 
is not worthy of admiration, since it is not cited in the footnote, "Before continuing 
with those wlio^se work is so exceptionally fine and pertinent, wftat Kurts does not 
say is that Cage Os en not only is not about the Kapruder film, it also refers to 
Posner as not only a liTkr, and, unlike Kurts, who imposes on trust, it proved 
that he lisixLies, More, he also called Posner a plagiarist, and documented that 
with irrefutable proof, with documentation, as kurta c^Vdo here except by 
dU shone sties and to those who are ^ subject-matter experts and take IrLd^fc 
his uninformed and prejudiced \) P fhU] 'ft jMJ vf /y{4 zfCfH. / 

Kurt z <£cnnot have read Oase Open and not known that he is quite Unfair in 
his made-up criticisi^ si&i ip cannot be an authentic subject-matter expert 
and, especially with regard to the Zapruder filia^ speak so liighly of the most 
indecent and enormous frauds: in ao-called assassination UteratimTJfiten the 
Lixton fabrication of the alleged Id.dnapping and altering of the J^residon 1 1 r spody. 

It mde Lift on a fortune and it Received probably more ^ericans than sny book 
after the Heport. If there is any tiling factul qnd new in the Lift on bock I do 
not recall it* X do recall that, aside from this indecent fabrication of which 
Kurts has so high an opinion, just about all else In the Lift on book that 
he claims he hreughfto light was published many years earlier* His contributon 
is that monstrous Indecency of she to tall u, impossible body snatch* 

Nobody with an open mind can read Livingstone 1 s outrageous books and not 
wonder if he is really rational, as ho is not. Ho has bro ughl/^no thing new qj.nl 
factual and correct and really relating to the assassination rather than LAe 
great number of conjectures and fabrications aboutit- 4s Kurts does not let 
bother hs^if he knew enough to know it- is that few books arc as overloaded 
With repetitive libels aS^^^^iviii^one 1 a , as Mu personal behavior is even worse, 
Livingstone and the Zapruder film? He phoned mo after las second book had 
appeared and told mo lie was going to the Archives to look at the Zapruder film, 

!iJhoa x "‘ iked il2mhi ho llad vrr±t ' :ea tii0 fat hooks on the assassination without 



looking at that film, he confirmed it. Reluctantly, I told him about the two 

of tlie nine frames the Commission was to have published and didn't and that 

they 01 ^ sprove what lie lias been saying, so I did not think he'd want to see 

that* ho insisted, 1 told Iiim about the two frames immediately after frame p34 

a ,u/ 

which are clear on the back of the ih-eoidont 1 s head as ho falls over oh hia 

/ 

wife and tiiat they show the back of the head intact, witiiout any blood or even 
a Iiair out of place, Two of three weeks later livings ton. phoned me- to thane 
me ue cause tljose frames show exactly what I had said tiiat was important know- 
ledge for him, B^t soon h-- was inventing the most passive of conspiracies to 

iti/t 

alter the fiJ^i he could not be wrong so the film had to be was his thinking, 

and tills is the ‘'literature 1 ' tiiat Kurts sqjs is by^responeiofS^rel^archers' 1 

A 

Kurts is critical of Wrone because he did not use them and their ego -tripping 
fabrications* 



Kurtz does include another of trie academic assassination ignoramuses who 
consider themselves Perry masons, He lias the name wrong, it is Pother, not 



the mistakes in hi 
ft ,f 

belief ibut /dirts doej not i-r 



dstitled Assassination Science are beyond 
ffV&taea?*s associate, Hoel Twyman, whose 



massive Bloody Treason was apparently se if -published, It is" an exceptionally 

expensive printing job 'because of all the color jJlctures in it in particular 

and because of the extortionate fees charged by the Ka^iruder heirs for the use 

of that film/, These two books are so bdd and so ignorant I hive a book-length 

manuscript I leave as a record for ous history of their atrocities and ignorances 

and their fabrications and those not original with ^C r 

Where die other books Kurtz criticizes VJrone for not using make any reference 

to the kfipruuer film at all it is incidental and not in aaiy sense new. If accurate* 

Indeed, to Kurtz, who was not loiown to Briggs to be the non-expert on the 

f / > u 

assassination tiiat ho tiiat ho is a man dominated by his and unable to hide 

tiiat completely,* whose book is intellectual and factual rubbish f 

Ms self ^indictment for the he ^inaccurately) nttribos to others^ without 

t-d- 4 & * 1 



any false modesty, as though jLt without questioner not the assassination junk i 

is but , like the others name^above f of "highly incisive analysesJjfehat, as t&e 

reeview 0 & it in tbs Journal of American Ilostoiy pointed out, inciaides the 

incredible Kurtz "highly incisive analyses" that lias the shot allegedly hi ting 

the Presiwent in the buck cowing from below street level. Or bursting though 

the building's walls and the sidewalk and/ or the street near itl "Incisive" 

is hardly t.iie word for this font :asy, and moot people knowing the truth would 

not bo inclined to find this as coming from "serious, responsible assassination 
. v Wr t 

researchers, wiac^ of course, Kurtz, the s. Reject-matter ignoramus, means himself, 
lie refers to this a ssas dilation trash to which he is uncritically addicted as 
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necessary for tiro no to have usetU- ttaie irrelevant as most are and seriously 

y\y\ --fJ-'Z. i i 

inaccurate as the necessry for Urone to use "to executives a oucfc more 

balanced iudgeioent in this nanu. .script." Using th.-. diction of the impossible 



body snatch, vhich is Lifton's nnjor contribution, of kysijd-fc&f the 
J?tesident having been shot from belovi the surface of the sidewalks and roads 

3 r 



which is perhaps the only major ^nc .?' 1 contribution by hurts, 
impossible account of how the ^ubsrirTo^isted. of killing Kennedy? 



s al30 

Continuing Iris ignorant and/ oi d/ shonest attack on UronA- , which'iji-r^aays in 
obvious untruth "is not intended" as an attack on vieisberg. Kur ~2 misrepesentE 



what Urone said about ay books in his footnote on saying that 

‘iriiat "outrageously false claim was originally made by UoisBer^"’^ibat 1 did 

publish© and drone referred to\% jurately, is tkatlor the three and a half decades 

^ j , _ ^ 

after my first book was publisher, neither about it nor ababout the other eight 

that followed it have I received a phone call or a letter from any one of those 

on the com issions and committeo? about whom I wrote so critically and criticised 

$q severely in which he protested that I had been uxtfaiHm him la any way or 

\C 

had been inacc urate in what i wrotev ooui him* 



This is the fact* X have ke 



wrotev oouu m* f j 
, /vW*y{ ] t l-S 

keot ay. letters wri 



written td me, all the 



criticism that -ere sent to mo, and tfcwt what I state is the literally fact* 

But, omniscient as Kurts would have it * believed that he is, having never 

/ , Ju Ms&i 

been here or used the free access to all ihfesyo with no cost or charge, di-aa 
way of knowing, leave alone of proving > that Ills jjdsrepre sent ati an of what, 

X did sop; “is an outrageously false claim, u $$ fK ^ M&) 

Kurts, who earned much adverse criticism from his cgo-induJ^ing and 
unscholarly book, apparently judges works of a different cnar^foj^ book# 
tiiat are factually correct and qcuo entirely from^the official evidence of which 
he is so blissfully ignorant, 

It is conspicuous and it is hardly scholar help to say of his and the other 

books tliat range from the insane to the at best undependable and did not report 

on any duplication of what u did that Wr 0110*3 11 d sole reliance lf £ which it is notj 

on Vfoisberg, ..leads bin tM?S.e 6 e qually significant contributions of others," 
flf i d* / l I 

Like the slfot that allegegl^} transitted the President's chest after 

l^a 0 tin& i ts way up from under gerund? Or of the alleged snatching of the body? 

Or the other innumerable errors and impossible it ies in the works ho says U^one 

|&ad “tunnel vision" not to use. 

This is fair sample of Kurtz's impartiality, his subject-matter knowledge 
C^nd of what ha, with no false modesty, described as his ou£ “responsible" and 
sigi iif leant ^ cont ri butioif* hen what he refers to is not on the Zapruder film 
and the Zapruder film is what crone wrote about. 
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'.Those who consider publisliuu> on the assassination have every reason to 

believe that a college professor who also wrote a basic on the a ssassinatioiytliat 

was published by a university press would bo an informed and dependable source 

of a peer review , but timtis not true in this cdsejtyiot on tills subject, of 

any more tlian perhaps ten in the entire world, and most publishers would have 

\ 

no wa y of knowing who they are- Briggs had every reason to believe that hurts 

is informed, impartial and that Mo would be a scholarly review* it is not a 

in any way. jTt is ignorant^, is grossly inaccurate, Ms inaccurios transgresing 

into lies, and it is not easy not to believe that ;|his serious factual errors 

and the baseless troubles lie pro diets for this manuscript wersT intended to 

Ip the University Of Kansas Press from publisliing the book- unless it was 

converted Into the historical and literary dL s&sf^ Xur t s himself produced* 
fesCdr ^ , 

Unless krone ij.it o his nian^s^ript what is no tithe re now and would 

be there if he eorTverted^luitG a^AurtSanj to Kurts it ought not be published* 
r v A 

Itis conspicuous that in Ms criticisms Kurtz generally includes no 
direct quotation oSTno so urea, not a single one. That is not solid commentary 
of the kind on which o published can cofliftonied ly depend* ft :^ay in this case 
prevent the publication of a uni|uc, valuable and accurate book on tliat 
great national disaster, the assassination of the President^ when such an 
assassination is a de facto coup d'etaH. 

^ ^ 4 

If by any chance krone includes what Kurtz, Livingstone, Idfton, Kurt, 

X Pelzer/^ho is r-.ally Pet zfrj and Summers wrote, and no self-reepectin^ 

writer whoiJhas any foundation in the basic, official fact would not do, his 

, f M* 1 f /■/ W/wW cliri? ^ t iCf 

book wiJ U, therby be inevitably and inhere 3 js it aoe^in manuscript / 

-j J 

uso£ only the of ficial evidence and is not accurate^ it would become another 
of the gveat mass of assassination tvfash that has added to popular confusion 
and bewilderment ©f -tlic assassination. 

l^hat the country do-fs not need, and that no honest publisher should want# 

X wrote thi$ in Iiasto end with xljj ay distractions and interruptions • In 
reading and correcting it I want to emphasize what I say outage two, tliat 



neither tfreem Kurtz nor tMt ifhe single shut, with himself, as serious and 
Af ^ 

responsible researched brought to light any significant fac t about the assassi- 
iiation that had not been publisher before th^eir hooks were. Kurtz in particular* 
kith regard to the iiaaginary Kurtz shot to the President's back, is th^t 
-hie Kurt ^fabrication*/ wliat he attributes to others and 
Lf^ what he wants krone to add to Wrong's book, which is 



on 



tho'T^iprudor f limit pv <flj A (f\ {/&V} ? 
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At tlas point you phoned to toll n€ the few and V^i^ficant criticisms 

ICurtzpid he based his criticisms of me and my work on* 

With regard, to that road-stt^e^ correct represent tion of the of ficial 

evidence cited at the time I wrote it, ^5 years ago, in the book that followed it 

I sported that the read stripes had bean ciian^ed by the repaving of the street 
aJ ~ /Lwmm tv 5 

and in t-fet i printed in facsimile thari nap. of before the repaving and the 
map of after the repaving. The stripes, obviously, were not where they had been 
after the repaving. 

Inherent in IJiCurt^'s misrepresentation of the relationship between us is 
his belief that *^1 when two work together on the same subject, one corrupts the 
other. He knows nothing about our relationship but in another cT 1 his efforts to 
^ shako c ^^deiice^^ ^ wiiat he wrote he writes about our relationship pint io not 

of my relationship with any other, some of whom have sp;nt more 



2 searching in my files, to which all have unsupervised access and access to 

ewi 

_£=£. copier. 

Host of those who have used my files arc those with wi^ia 1 know I will nept 
agree. like yhe John H. bavins of the fictional Hafia^H 

Livingstone, who had his research done by a Baltimore policeman* That policeman^ 
who robbed me extensively for David Lift on, for whom he also worked, //e stole 
bon Lif ton only copies of my critical consent ary 011 Lif ton's outrageously in- 
decent and impossible wtfrk. 

Obviously, **■ could not corrupt those who did not believe as I did and who 

(LCQU/fLA tN 

did not soo^in the official records 1 have what i saW fui them. 

, a JithStf 1 

On thar , what Kurtz does jyot is what my work consists of. ,It is of 

nine printed books and more than two do sen book manuscripts that are a record for 
history, with my PQI4 litigation^ some of which was pro cedent al and one of which, 
according to the legislative history , persuaded the Congress to amend the 4c t in 
1974, - brought to light about a tliird of a laillion once-withheld government 
assassination records* Of them about a quarter of a jrdl Lion came from thefBI and 
the Department of Justice, his university got only a small fraction of tho mrst of them. 

And Kurtz never came to sec or copy any of thorn or to ask mo any questions, by 
4^: mail or in person. 

On this subject, Kurtz is not even rational, leave alone infoxmed, as he 
is not. 



